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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

This office action is in response to amendment filed September 12, 2007. Applicant 
amended claims 1-3, 12-16 and 18-23. Claims 1-23 are pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability 
shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-15, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kanevsky et 
al. (6,334,109) in view of Hunter et al. (US 6,424,998). 

Regarding claims 1, 4-8, 10-15, Kanevsky teaches means for storing advertisement and 
means for controlling presenting advertising on POS sales receipt or on display (see col. 2 lines 
59-64). Kanevsky teaches a local server 105, 107 linked to advertiser server 1 12 for a 
personalized advertisement that can be displayed at shopping server and/or printed by printers. 
Kanevsky also teaches second server (coupled to another POS) linked to gas pump, as well as 
ticket sale machine, telephone and PC communicating with the advertiser server via network 
(130) for printing advertising on a receipt (see fig. 1-5, col. 3 lines 1-12, col. 5 lines 1-57, col. 6 
lines 7-65). Kanevsky does not teach providing the advertisers with advertisement placement 
application page. Hunter teaches server (customer interface web server) providing means for 
storing application page containing an advertising placement application form; means for 
sending the application page containing the application form to the client PC in response to a 
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request from the client PC; receiving and storing input information containing advertising 
placement information (see fig. 1 and col. 2 line 66 to col. 3 line 22, col. 4 lines 3-43, col. 7 lines 
25-50). Hunter teaches accessing a central station via the Internet through interface web server 
sending advertisement content and for scheduling and purchasing advertisement time for 
displaying advertisement in specific locations. Hunter teaches a second server, different from the 
first server, providing means for receiving and storing input information containing advertising 
placement information provided by the client PC in accordance with the application form (see 
col. 3 lines 22-30). Hunter teaches the video & still image review and input module permits a 
system security employee to conduct a content review to assure that all content meets the 
security and appropriateness standards established by the system prior to the content being read 
to the server 100 (see also fig. 1). Hunter also teaches enabling selection of one place name from 
a plurality of names of places or area, where advertisement can be placed; enabling specification 
of one or more conditions restricting advertising placement, specifying advertising period, 
specific time period or target and displaying the advertisement specified by advertising 
placement information (see col. 4 lines 5-44). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time of the invention to provide an application page to Kanevsky's POS system, 
as in Hunter, so that advertisers can directly send their own advertisements electronically to the 
network to be displayed or printed at locations and times selected by the advertisers. 

Regarding claim 2, Hunter teaches means for calculating an advertising placement fee, 
means for storing and sending the calculated fee information to the client PC, means for 
confirming fee payment (see col. 4 lines 4-46, col. 6 line 62-25). Hunter teaches billing and 
report generation module providing reports showing calculating advertisement placement fee 
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storing and sending the calculated fee information and payment to user. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention for one to know that the 
retail stores of Kanevsky would charge the advertisers a fee for displaying and printing the 
advertisement, in order to generate revenue, by providing promotional display and to inform the 
advertisers by providing billing system for the service provided, as taught in Hunter. 

Regarding claim 3, Kanevsky teaches plurality of POS system installed in plurality of 
locations (see fig. 1 and col. 5 lines 1-32). It is inherent for a retail system to provide the same 
POS system in each chain store or branches. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention for the branches or subscriber stores of a 
chain store to receive the at least part of the advertising placement information from first server 
via a network in order to print the specified advertisement in the different branches or chain of 
stores' POS terminals. 

Regarding claim 9, Kanevsky does not teach wherein the application page enables 
specification of a number of pages printed for advertising placement as one of the conditions. 
Official notice is taken that is old and well know in advertisement to specify the number of ad 
prints or volume and to be charged based on the number of ads printed or displayed. Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to provide 
a page for specifying the number of prints for those who prefer to pay fee based on the number 
of printed coupons, rather than based on time period, in order to make sure that advertiser is 
paying only for coupons that are provided to customers. 

Claims 16-21, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sleeper et 
al. (6,401 ,074) in view of Hunter et al. (US 6,424,998). 
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Regarding claims 16, 18, 20 and 21 Sleeper teaches receiving and storing advertisement 
placement information, charging fee for the placement of the advertisement, registering in the 
POS system coupled to the first server and/or the POS system coupled to the other server, 
advertising information and outputting advertisement by means of a printer device, charging the 
advertisers for placement of the advertisement; sending specific information to the POS system; 
distributing by central computer connected to POS, via the Internet (see col. 3 lines 1-67, col. 6 
lines 50-67,col. 8 lines 47-67, col. 9 line 60 to col. 10 line 3). Sleeper does not teach how the 
advertisers submit the advertisement placement information that is displayed and printed by the 
retailer stores (POS) and calculate an advertisement fee based on the input information, it is 
taught in Hunter. Hunter teaches first server providing application page containing an 
advertisement application form for receiving and storing information containing advertisement 
placement information (customer interface web server) (see col. 2 line 66 to col. 3 line 30), 
calculating fee based on the selection; sending specific information to the be displayed (server 
100) (see col. 3 line 62 to col. 4 line 46). It would have been to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
provide application page for receiving and storing information containing advertisement 
placement information and calculated fee based on the input information. One would be 
motivated to provide advertisers a direct access for purchasing promotional displays and for 
directly sending their ads electronically, to be displayed at the locations and time selected by the 
advertiser as taught by Hunter (see col. 1 lines 7-18 and col. 2 lines 1-25), and to calculate fee 
that would provide revenue. Hunter does not teach the calculating fee is with a second server, 
which is separate from the first server. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
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art at the time of the invention to use separate server to calculate fees and to perform billing 
process if the accounting is performed by different office. 

Regarding claim 17, Hunter teaches payment using debit payment or other suitable 
payment code (see col. 4 lines 44-47). Official notice is taken that is old and well known in credit 
card processing, to confirm credit card validity by a credit card company or banks. It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention for someone to know 
that Hunter's payment system would confirm the validity of the credit card used for payment by 
contacting the credit card issuer, to avoid fraud. 

Regarding claim 19, Sleeper does not teach confirming a POS system specified by the 
input information and sending the information to the confirmed POS system, it is taught in 
Hunter (see col. 1 line 66 to col. 2 line 25 and col. 2 line 66 to col. 3 line 21 and col. 4 lines 9- 
44). Hunter teaches specifying which locations (site code specified for the location) receive the 
message and transmitting the message to the locations selected by conforming the site code of 
the display location. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to implement Hunter's selection of specific location, in Sleeper's retail system in 
order to provide advertisers of Sleeper an option to selectively display or print their 
advertisement in specific retail stores. 

Claims 22 and 23, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hunter 
et al. (US 6,430,603) and further in view of Sleeper (US 6,401,074). 

Regarding claims 22 and 23, Hunter teaches sending an application page containing an 
advertising placement application form with a first server (see fig. 1, customer interface web 
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server and col. 2 line 66 to col. 3 line 30), receiving and storing the input information; 
calculating an advertising fee based on the input information with a second server (see col. 3 
lines 21-30); sending payment specification form to the client PC (col. 4 lines 4-42); confirming 
fee payment (see col. 4 lines 43-46) and registering in POS system (Point of service) advertising 
information with a central computer (servers) and outputting advertisement (displays). Hunter 
does not teach the first server coupled to a POS system having a printing device and outputting 
the advertisement by means of the printing device (printing the advertisement on a receipt or 
ticket) and sending at least part of the advertising placement information from the first server to 
a second server coupled to a second POS system. Sleeper teaches outputting advertisement 
provided by vendors and manufacturers by means of printer device. It would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to output the advertisement of 
Hunter in Sleeper's POS's printing devices for the purpose of providing promotional information 
to customer at the point of sale, as taught by Sleeper (see abstract, col. 3 lines 1-67 and col. 9 line 
60 to col. 10 line 12). Hunter does not disclose sending at least part of the advertising placement 
information to a second server coupled to a second POS system. Official notice is taken that is 
old and well known in the art of retail or grocery stores to have plurality of chain stores. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to know that Hunter/Sleeper would provide the advertisement to different POS system 
of chain stores since chain stores provide the same type of advertisement in all the chain stores 
for the intended purpose of providing a standard service. 
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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed September 12, 2007 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. Applicant argues that Kanevsky does not disclose or suggest that the local 
server 107 or shopping server 105 (the first server system) sending advertising 
information to the second server system as recited in amended independent Claim 
1. Examiner would like to point out that Kanevsky teaches a local server 105, 107 linked to 
advertiser server 1 12 for a personalized advertisement that can be displayed at shopping server 
and/or printed by printers. Kanevsky also teaches second server (coupled to another POS) linked 
to gas pump, as well as ticket sale machine, telephone and PC communicating with the advertiser 
server via network (130) for printing advertising on a receipt (see fig. 1-5, col. 3 lines 1-12, col. 
5 lines 1-57, col. 6 lines 7-65). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention to know that the advertiser, using Hunter's web interface 
would be able to send the advertisement to two different servers of Kanevsky. Thus Kanevsky 
as modified by Hunter teaches means for distributing at least a part of the advertising placement 
information (Hunter) to the first POS system coupled to the first server system (Kanevsky) and 
to the second server system coupled to the second POS system (Kanevsky). 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL, Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
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the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Yehdega Retta whose telephone number is (571) 272-6723. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Eric Stamber can be reached on (571) 272-6724. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 57K272-1000. 




'Yehdega ^-Retta 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3622 
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